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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-22 have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - j 

i 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an. international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of aniapplication filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States a'nd was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. ! 

3. Claims 1,8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kobal 

et al ("Kobal", US 2004/0080545). j 

i 

As per claim 1, Kobal teaches a computer based orcler management system 
comprising: (a) a computer having program memory, working memory, and data 

memory (Figure 1); (b) a graphical user interface operativeiy connected to the computer 

i 

(Figure 4a); and (c) the computer being programmed for; (ij displaying an order form 
comprising a sequence of selection windows for receiving respective specifications of a 
custom product being ordered by a user of the system, theselection windows displaying 

i 

specification options as defined by stored product data of the data memory ([0005] and 

j 

[0018]); and (ii) at least some of the selection windows displaying restricted specification 

i 
» 

. i 

! 

j 

! 
i 
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options dependent on previously selected specifications, for avoiding selection of 

t 

inconsistent specifications by the user ([0005] and [001 8]). | 

i 

!. 

i 
! 

As per claim 8, Kobal teaches the system of claim 1 j wherein the order form 
further comprises an entry window for receiving a numerical specification element, an 

associated selection window being selectively disabled depending on comparison of the 

i 
! 

numerical specification element with a predetermined value ([0026]). 

i 

As per claim 9, Kobal teaches the system of claim 8,. wherein the associated 
0j ■ j 

selection window has set of selection options, a subset only of the selections being 

A 

disabled in response to entry of the numerical specification element ([0026]). 

i 

As per claim 10, Kobal teaches the system of claim $, wherein the associated 

• i 

selection window has a default setting, the default setting being dependent on user 

i 

input at the entry window ([0023]). j 

! 

! 
« 

As per claim 1 1 , Kobal teaches the system of claim jl , wherein the selection 
windows include a selection button, the computer being further programmed for 
changing the specification options in another of the selection windows in response to 
operation of the selection button ([0026]). ; 
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As per claim 12, Kobal teaches the system of claim 
selection windows has a default setting, the default setting 
input at a different selection window ([0023]). 



Page 4 



1, wherein one of the 
being dependent on user 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

! 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: ! 

. ! 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-7, 14-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kobal et al ("Kobal", US 2004/0080545) in view of Artinger ("Artinger", US 
6,873,958). . j • 

•i 
I 

As per claim 2, Kobal fails to expressly point out thej order form being remote. 
However, Artinger teaches the system of claim 1, further comprising a network interface 

for permitting the graphical user interface to be remotely connected to the computer 

i 

(Column 2 lines 16-48). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time 
of the invention to combine the teaching of Artinger with the system of Kobal. Motivation 
to do so would have been to provide a user with unique capabilities above and beyond 
an individual machine, such as data sharing and communication capabilities. 
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» 

j 

As per claim 3, Kobal-Artinger teaches a system wherein the graphical user 

interface is directly connected to the computer, the network interface permitting plural 

i 

counterparts of the graphical user interface to be operativeiy connected to the computer 
for access by multiple users (Artinger, Column 2 lines 16-48). 

As per claim 4, Kobal-Artinger teaches a system, wherein the network interface is 
implemented for communication over a publicly accessible ^network (Artinger, Column 2 
lines 16-48). I 

t 

As per claim 5, Kobal-Artinger teaches a system, wherein the publicly accessible 
network is the Internet (Artinger, Column 2 lines 16-47). 

As per claim 6, Kobal-Artinger teaches the system of claim 4, wherein the 
computer is programmed for log-in of users for limiting access to the order form to 

i 

authorized users (Artinger, Column 6 lines 22-30). ] 

\ 

As per claim 7, Kobal-Artinger teaches the system of claim 2, wherein the 
computer is further programmed for transmitting the specifications ordered by the user 
to a remote facility for filling the order (Artinger, Column 3 lines 44-51). 
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As per claim 13, Kobal-Artinger teaches a computer; based order management 

! 

system comprising: (a) a computer having program memory, working memory, and data 
memory (Kobal, Figure 1); (b) a graphical user interface operatively connected to the 

computer (Kobal, Figure 4a) (c) a network interface for permitting plural counterparts of 

i 

the graphical user interface to be remotely connected to the computer for access by 
multiple users (Artinger, Column 2 lines 16-48); and (d) the; computer being 

i 

programmed for: (i) log-in of users for limiting access to the order form to authorized 
users (Artinger, Column 6 lines 22-30); (ii) displaying an orcler form comprising a 
sequence of selection windows for receiving respective specifications of a custom 

product being ordered by a user of the system, the selection windows displaying 

i 

specification options as defined by stored product data of the data memory, at least 

some of the selection windows displaying restricted specification options dependent on 

I • . 

previously selected specifications (Kobal, [0023], [0026]); (iii) the order form further 

i 

comprising an entry window for receiving a numerical specification element, an 
associated selection window being selectively disabled depending on comparison of the 

numerical specification element a predetermined value, foravoiding selection of 

i 

i 

inconsistent specifications by the user (Kobal, [0023], [0026]); and (iv) transmitting the 
specifications ordered by the user to a remote facility for filling the order (Artinger, 
Column 3 lines 44-51). 

l 
i 

i 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to that of claim 9 and is therefore rejected under 

i 

similar rationale. ' 
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Claim 15 is similar in scope to that of claim 10 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 16 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 1 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to that of claim 12 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 1 8 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 and is 
similar rationale. 



herefore rejected under 



Claim 19 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 and is therefore rejected under 

t ■ 

similar rationale. 

Claim 20 is similar in scope to that of claim 9 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. j 

Claim 21 is similar in scope to that of claim 12 and is therefore rejected under . 

j 

similar rationale. 

Claim 22 is similar in scope to that of claim 7 and is ^therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. ! 

! 
\ 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier* communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F. Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 

4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am -j 4:30pm Mondays through 

i 

Fridays. i 
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i 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are Unsuccessful, the examiner's 

j 

supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-40^63. The fax phone number 

for the organization where this application or proceeding isjassigned is 571-273-8300. 

i 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Privatej PAIR or Public PAIR. 

i 

Status information for unpublished applications is available! through Private PAIR only. 

I 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system,;Contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the' automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

i 

i - 

RyanPitaro 

Art unit 2174 ! KRISTiNE KINCAID 

Patent Examiner SMPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINED 

TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 

RFP ■ . I 
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